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Who has released this flood of mislead- 
ing propaganda in the papers as regards the 
Suez Canal? 

The public is led to believe that Egypt is 
preventing ships from passing through the 
canal and is likely to close it entirely. What 
ridiculous bunk! Egypt has not stopped one 
ship. The Zionist Jews who are maneuvering 
a war to be waged on the Arabs and 
Egyptians, plan on grabbing another large 
area of Arab country to accomodate the 
eleven million Jews they publicly state they 
intend to settle in Israel, which now accom- 
modates only one and one half million. 

The Zionists in Israel, realizing that the 
Egyptians know that world-wide Jewry is 
maneuverng a war against them, hardly ex- 
pect the Egyptians to allow Israel to pass 
ships loaded with ammunition to kill their 
people. 

. The Jewish pressure groups in England 
and France are pushing their governments 
_ to.go-t) war with Egypt just.as the Jews_in 
the U.S. pushed us into war against Ger- 
many, the. only country which could hold 
communism back in Europe. 

Can the Jews who control our news- 
papers through their page advertising bring 
about a war where American blood will 
flow in Palestine? The Zionists forced 
Truman to validate the robbery of Arab 
land by Israel; now this same Israel presents 
a threat to World War II. ...KEditor 
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HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

The idea of linking the Mediterranean 
with the Red Sea by a waterway is as old 
as history. It dates as far back as Sisostris, 
a Pharoah of the Twelfth Dynasty (circa 
2,000 B.C.), who first set his hand to the 
enterprises. Another Egyptian ruler credited 
with having conceived and implemented the 
idea was King Serti who, fourteen centuries 
before the Christian era, cut a canal 57 
miles long, from the town of Zagazig to the 
head of the Bitter Lakes, then forming the 
northern extremity of the Gulf of Suez, 
thus linking the Mediterranean with the 
Red Sea via the Nile. 

Later, at the end of the 18th century, 
the idea occurred to Napoleon during his 
invasion of Egypt, but he was dissuaded 
from carrying it out by the erroneous belief 
that the Mediterranean was thirty feet be- 
low the Red Sea level. This also led Mohamed 
Ali, the Viceroy of Egypt, to drop the pro- 
ject and adopt instead a plan for building 
a railway between Cairo and Suez, in conec- 
tion with another planned line from Alex- 
andria. This would link Europe with the 
East, bringing great profits and no political 
danger to Egypt. 

At this stage, the Saint-Simonians came 
on the scene. They were a French semi- 
religious sect founded by Count de Saint- 
Simon. Among projects in the program of 
this society was the cutting of a Suez Canal. 
The Saint-Simonians in 1833 set forth from 
' France to spend four years in Egypt, but in 


the end:they: had to abandon ‘their! atternpt’ 


to execute their projeet when. they failed to 
obtain a. concession from the Viceroy. De- 
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Gamal Nasser, President of Egypt 


A few years ago we were ordered to hate Ger- 
many and love Communist-Russia, so we crushed 


to love Israel] . 


we ane expected : 
and hate the Arabs; who are 100% in the right. 


spite this setback, the Saint-Simonians clung 
to their conviction and were able in 1846 to 
form. an international organization, the 
Societe d’Etudes du Canal de Suez, which 
undoubtedly paved the way for de Lesseps’ 
Compagnie Universelle du Canal Maritime 
de Suez. ab 


CONCESSION OF THE CANAL 


The original Firman (decree) of conces- 
sion covering the 103 mile long Suez Canal 
was granted in 1854 by the Khedive Moham- 
ed Said to his friend de Lesseps. The conces- 
sion was modified and replaced by the Act 
of Concession of 1856. The concession 
authorized de Lesseps to form a company— 
the Compagnie Universelle du Canal Mari- 
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time de Suez— to construct, maintain and 
operate the canal. Under the terms of the 
concession, the company was not to be 
French, and the capital was to be offered 
for subscriptions to all people of the world. 
The concession was to remain in force for 
99 years, ending in 1968. The director was 
always to be appointed by the Egyptian 
Government, which would choose him as far 
as possible from among the shareholders 
most interested in the undertaking. 

The concession also provided that four- 
fifths of the labor employed should be 
Egyptian. At the same time the Egyptian 
Government pledged to afford the company 
aid and protection. This provision, together 
with the Government’s pledge, was inter- 
preted by the company as an obligation on 
the part of Egypt to supply it with free 
labor, and for eight years this erroneous 
interpretation was enforced through the 
Khedive’s fatuity. 

Under the concession, the work on the 
canal was to be executed at the cost and 
risk of the company. The net profits were to 
be divided as follows: founders—10 per 
cent; Egyptian Government—15 per cent; 
shareholders—75 per cent. 

As a result of pressure in Constantinople 
by Britain, who was primarily opposed to 
the project for fear it might undermine her 
naval supremacy, the Sultan dispatched on 
April 6, 1863, two notes, the one to Turkish 
ambassadors in London and Paris, and the 
other to the Khedive, in which he threatened 
to halt work on the canal unless his condi- 
tions were accepted within six months and 
the concession ratified by him. 

In the meantime, Jan. 1863, de Lesseps’ 
friend and patron, Mohamed Said, had died. 


—(Continued on page two)— 


POWELL BACKS IKE---TO FURTHER 


DESEGREGATION? 





An associated press article printed in N.Y. 
papers, Oct. 16th, reports on a talk between 
President Eisenhower and Congressman Adam 
Clayton Powell (D-N.Y.) in the Whitehouse the 
previous week. Powell is the radical Negro who 
belongs to 66 Communist-Fronts. These Fronts 
were published with Powell’s photograph in 
Common Sense, Issue 252, May 15, 1956, and this 
issue is available while they last to patriots 
(30 for $1.00, sample free), Powell described the 
conversation as follows: 


“I (Powell) asked Mr. Eisenhower if I could 
see him and on Thursday I saw him at the White 
House. I then said to the President: 

“Mr. President, in the event that a school 
district refused to obey that decision of the fed- 
eral court what do you advocate?’ 


“He (Eisenhower) said: ‘Mr. Powell, I advo- 
cate that the federal court shall get federal mar- 
shals, Swear in deputies if they need them, go out 
and arrest anyone who refuses to obey their 
orders, bring them before the court, try them 
for contempt, and if they are guilty put them in 
prison.’ 

“I (Powell) said: ‘Thats what we want up in 
Harlem and I thought that’s what you wanted.’” 

We have known for some time the Marxists 
were masterminding the attempt to end segrega- 


; tien in their plan to bring about trouble and thus 


condition us for Communism. There remains no 
doubt that Ike has been capturéd by the Marxist 
anti-Christians who depend on him to give stern 
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Congressman Adam Clayton Powell, Jr. 
66 Communist-Front Citations 


ruthless orders to enforce the will of the one- 
world plotters. 

Eisenhower and his Zionist advisors will never 
force desegregation on the South even should 
they carry out the suggestion of the Jewish- 
owned New York Post which urges that Negros 
in Harlem be formed into an army and sent into 
the South. 

Is Ike over-anxious for the red Negro votes 
in Harlem? oy. 
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SUEZ SITUATION 
(Continued from Page One) 
Fortunately for de Lesseps, Said’s Successor 
‘was Ismail, the Profligate, as he was dubbed 
‘py his contemporaries for his reckless ex- 
‘travagances and bad administration, which 
‘ended in his ouster and in placing Egyptian 
revenues and expenditures under dual Anglo- 
‘French control. Ismail ranged himself boldly 
on the side of the enterprise. “I should not 
be worthy to be Viceroy of Egypt,” he told 
de Lesseps, “if I were not even more a 

‘canalist ’- than you are.” 

.) ‘His‘championship did not make the new 
ultimatum ‘from the Sublime Porte any ‘less 
formidable. It was for the Khedive and the 
company “to come to terms and find a 
modus operandi, which both were now 
anxious to do. The company petitioned the 
Emperor Napoleon III of -Franee, on Jan. 6, 
1864, to act as arbitrator. Napoleon agreed 
and in March appointed a commission to 
examine the questions at issue. 

ARBITRATION FARCE 


Since the majority of the company’s - 
shares at the time was held by Napoleon’s- 


‘subjects, ‘the commission’s finding in favor 
of the company was a foregone conclusion. 
As will-be shown later, the verdict proved 
that Napoleon was -not only completely 


biased, ‘but ‘that he was also not averse to - 


thumbing ‘his nose at world opinion. On 
April ‘15th, the commission had settled the 
points which were to be the subject of arbi- 
_tration and these were accepted and signed 
‘by de Lesseps on behalf of the company, and 
by Egyptian Foreign Minister Nubar Pasha, 
an Armenian adventurer, on behalf of the 
Khedive Ismail. 

On. the strength of the evidence presented 
to him by the commission, Napoleon deliver- 
ed his verdict. The company was to abandon 
its claim to free labor in. return for a so- 
called indemnity of 38 million francs (five 
francs were then equivalent to one dollar) 
fromthe Egyptian Government. 

How the Emperor was able to arrive at 
this unjust illogical verdict will always re- 
main an enigma. Under the concession Egypt 
was not obliged to offer the company free 
labor, and even if it did agree to such an 
offer by de Lesseps’ interpretation of Egypt’s 
aid as including free labor, this offer could 
not be legal or binding, since it lacked the 
Sultan’s sanction, which was withheld. But 
Napoleon was not concerned with justice or 
logic; he was chiefly interested in extricating 
the company from the financial difficulties 
that threatened to bring its operation to an 
abrupt end. 

On the land question, in return for a 
further purported indemnity, the company 
was to restore to Egypt all lands on the 
Isthmus, covering 60,000 hectares,retaining, 
however, a narrow strip on either side of 
the canal. The Fresh Water and all subsi- 
diary canals and irrigation rights thereon 
were likewise to be relinquished against a 
payment of 46 million francs payable to the 
company over a period of 15 years. 

The money accruing from all these so- 
called indemnities more than covered the 
84 million francs badly needed by the 
company to finance current construction. 
The Sultan’s consent to this arbitration, 
thanks to foreign intrigue and pressure, was 
granted on March 19, 1866. 

Again in August 1869, a convention was 
signed by the company and the Egyptian 
Government. Under. the Convention, it was 
agreed that in return for renouncing its 
privilege of exemption from customs duties 
on articles brought into Egypt, or from 
other taxes and dues, and the privilege of 
fishing in the lakes, the company was to re- 
ceive from the Egyptian Government 30 mil- 
lion francs. Since the Khedive Ismail did not 
have the ready cash to pay this compensa- 
tion for privileges granted free to the com- 
pany, he turned the coupons on Egypt’s 
shares for 25 years over to the company. 

It may be noted here that free Egyptian 
labor was used in the canal construction for 
about eight years until it was stopped in 
compliance with the Sultan’s ultimatum. 
During’ the remaining two years needed for 
the completion ‘of the canal, laborers em- 


' pleyed were paid a wage between six and . 


Common Sense 
eight_piastres (16 to 24 cents) a day. 

The*canal was completed and opened for 
navigation on Nov. 17, 1869. As completed, 


the canalewas 100 miles long, 150 to 300 
feet wide, 26 feet deep and 72 feet wide at 
the bottom. 

COST OF CANAL 

The cost of building the canal having 
been estimated by the International Scienti- 
fic Commission at 200 millon francs, a com- 
pany was formed in 1858 with a capital in 
this amount divided into 400, 000 shares of 
500 francs each, bearing statutory interest 
at five per cent. In accordance with the 
desire to. keép subscriptions open to all peo- 
ples, blocks of shares were’specially reserved 
for different countries. The:result was very 
disappointing, however, andthe issue would 
have failed completely had it not been for 
the fine response . of.. Egypt, which was 
originally allotted, together with the rest of 
the Ottoman Empire, 64,000 shares; under 
de-Lesseps’ prodding, the “Khedive agreed ‘to 
plirchase a total of 177,642 ‘shares, or 44% 


“of the fotal issue. 


.. The Egyptian treasury ‘did not have the 
money to.pay for the shares, so the Khedive 
had to ow 28 million francs from ‘French 
banks. It was‘the first foreign debt contract- 


ed by Egypt on account of the canal com- — 


pany. 

The ‘total payments made by the ‘com- 
pany for the construction of the canal 
amounted to 432,807,882 franes, or more 
than double the estimate of the International 
Scientific Commission. From the sales of 
shares, the company had realized 200 million 
franes. One hundred million francs was 
raised by a. loan. The major part of the 
balance was made up by payments squeezed, 
without justifiction, from the Egyptian 
Government, to which reference was made 
earlier here. 

Above figures do not include labor cost, 
which the company receive free from 
Egypt for eight years, a cost which was 
estimated at 128 million francs, based on 
25,000 laborers working for 8 years and 
paid an average of 7 piastrés (21¢) a'day. 

EGYPT’S ‘CONTRIBUTIONS 

Following is a list of Egypt’s financial 
contributions to the construction of ‘the 


canal: 
Francs 
1. Expenses of de Lesseps’ Scientific 
Commission... .. <. .. .. «.-..'300,000 
2. Egypt’s shares, numbering 177,642, at 
500 francs per share __ __ —_ ~~ 88,821,000 
3. Payment to company for renouncing 
claim to free labor __ __ _. —~_ —_ 38,000,000 
4. Payment to company for surrendering 
60,000 hectares of land __ .. —. 46,000,000 


5. Payment to company for renouncing 
privilege of customs free importation of 
RISE. ne ee ce ae ao OO 

6. Restoration, Wadi Tolimat __ 7,648,000 

7. Value of free labor, 8 yrs. ~.128,000,000 

Total __ -. -. ~-338,514,000 

Total payments made by company, not 
including 8 years free labor __ 432,807,882 

Actual payments by the company exclud- 
ing Egyptian contributions _. 222,000,000 


Common Sense * 


Union, New Jersey, U. S. A. 
Conde McGinley, Editor 


If you want to be a big help in the fight to save 
your country and to preserve your own liberty 
and freedoms, your best bet at this critical 
moment is to get on the job and help to boost 
the circulation of Common Sense up to a million 
copies. When the Americans are correctly and 
completely informed on any subject they will 
always do the right thing at the right time. 
MORE distribution and MORE subscriptions 
in your community may be the “straw that 
breaks the camel's back.” 











Purchase copies of Common Sense. 
$1 for 30 copies, $3 for 100, $10 for 500 
One year's subscription, $1. Three years for $2.50 


First Class Sealed $3.00 per year 
Foreign and Canada $1.00 ten mos. 


Common Sense * 
Published twice monthly at 
590 Chestnut Street, Union, New Jersey, U,'S. A. 



















Me Heghh it withe common sense! 

These figures show the actual cost of the 
construction of the Suez Canal was 560,000,- 
000 francs, and that the Egyptian contribu- 
tion towards the cost equalled more than 
one half times that made by all other 
contributors put together. In other words, 
Egypt’s share was more than 60% of the 
total cost, plus 15% due from royalties. 

This explodes the myth that the canal 
was built almost entirely with French and 
other foreign capital. Actually it was 
Egyptian hands which dug the canal and 
Egyptian capital which helped most in im- 
plementing the project. 

Even if we were to deduct the 122 mil- 
lion francs which Egypt had received from 
the sale of her canal shares and royalties, 
as will be shown later, we would find that 
Egypt had paid 40% of the total cost of the 
canal, which was irretrievably lost to her 
without any acknowledgement or credit in 
return. Egypt’s shares amounted to 44% of 
the company’s shares. Her royalties amount- 


*ed to 15% of the company’s profits. 


Until the nationalization of the canal, 
Egypt had to pay the same tolls as other 
countries on its shipping, even’ when passing 
through the canal from one Egyptian ‘port 
‘to ‘another. Likewise, Egypt was deprived 
of any share of the ‘profits until the com- 
pany decided, in 1937, to give Egypt the 
‘sum ‘of $1,500,000 annually, ‘which sum was 
‘replaced ‘in 1949 by an allowance of 7% of 
‘the gross profits of the company, which may 
be a compensation for the ‘tolls paid by 
“Egypt to the company on her shipping. 

‘SALE OF EGYPT’S CANAL ASSETS 

For years the Khedive Ismail had been 
running recklessly into debt, borrowing at 
exorbitant rates of interest. He was parti- 
‘cularty ‘encouraged and even goaded ‘into 
“more débt by foreign interests which stood 
to ‘benefit, not only finaricially, but politi- 
cally, for already Egypt was a prize coveted 
by both France and Britain, who were work- 
ing hard to establish their influence there. 

In 1875, failing to raise a loan on Egypt’s 
share in the canal company to meet pressing 
obligations, the ‘Khedive was forced to sell 
these shares to the British Government for 
100 million franes (approximately 20 mil- 
lion dolllars). The deal gave Britain 44% 
of the company’s shares, which she still 
retains. Actually, the number of shares the 
Khedive sold to Britain was 176,602, out of 
Egypt’s original total shares of 177,642. 

Since the Khedive had turned over the 
coupons on these shares to the company for 
25 years in payment for the 30 million franc 
compensation awarded to it for relinquishing 
its claim to free custom duties on all machi- 
nery and materials imported from abroad, 
the Khedive agreed to pay to Britain about 
5 million francs annually for 19 years as 
compensation for her loss of dividends on 
these shares. A total of 95 million francs 
was paid to Britain, which had thus received 
nearly all the money she paid Egypt for the 
shares. It may be of interest to add that the 
market value of these shares purchased by 
Britain was estimated at 800 million francs 
(160 million dollars) in 1910, and $360 mil- 
lion in 1929. This in a nutshell, is the story 
of the British canal shares deal. 

The sale of Egypt’s shares, however, was 
a loss without returning rewards. The 
proceeds went mostly to satisfy the Khedive’s 
extravagant tastes and whims, instead of re- 
lieving Egypt’s financial crisis. By now 
Ismail was head over heels in debt. He had 
already mortgaged Egypt’s 15% royalties 
from the canal against a small loan. 

In 1880, his successor, the Khedive 
Tewfik sold these royalties (15% of the 
company’s profits) for 22 million francs to 
a French bank, which promptly formed a 
company to operate and exploit these 
Egyptian assets in other investments. In 
1928 the income of this company from these 
royalties was 110 million francs and in 1932 
it was 91 million francs. 

The loss by Egypt of ‘all these valuable 
assets whch were dissipated by the Khedive 
Ismail on his pleasure ‘had, in the end, its 
own retribution. The Khedive was later 
ousted by the Sultan, at the behest of 
‘foreign ‘powers, in a proclamation which 
urged that: he was of ‘unsound mind.’ The 
charge was not without justification, for 
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Vote Nov. 6th, But vote intelligently — 

~ Register a protest vote against corrupt 
Democrat and Republican Parties which 
have been taken over by international 
Marxists and are now directed by One 
Worlders who are destroying our Constitu- 
tion and setting up World Government. 
Vote for States Rights against power cen- 
tralized in Washington. 

T. Coleman Andrews and Tom Werdel 
are on the ballot in these states: 

Alabama __ Arkansas __ Iowa -_ Miss. __ 
Louisiana __ New Jersey __ New Mexico __ 
North Dakota -. South Carolina __ Texas __ 
‘Tennessee ._ Virginia __ Wisconsin. 

If independent electors representing these 
two patriots are on the ballot in your State, 
vote for them and ask your friends to vote 
for them. 

If the independent electors are not on 
the ballot.in your State, write in the names 
of these patriots, or paste in as permitted. 

If your State laws do not permit a write- 
in, then vote for all candidates except the 
electors for both Republican and Democrat 
Parties. 





“Today the greatest issue in America and 
all mankind is the encroachment of Govern- 
ment to master our lives.” 

-- Herbert Hoover 

Former President of the U.S. at the 
Republican Convention, San Francisco, Aug. 


22, 1956. 


only a maniac could have behaved as the | 


Khedive did in throwing away his country’s 
assets. 

By affirming this charge officially, the 
proclamation would have provided Egypt 


with strong grounds for nullifying all the 


Khedive’s canal deals, if she had decided to 
take the case before a court of jutice. As it 
happened, Egypt was never able to take 
such action because she was under British 
occupation. 

FINANCIAL STATUS OF THE SUEZ 

CANAL COMPANY 

Ever since 1880, the canal company has 
been rearranging its finances to suit the 
interests of the big foreign shareholders, 
particularly when the time should arrive for 
the company to deliver its concession to the 
Egyptian authorities in 1968. 

It has been preparing for that in two 
ways. The company has used its excess 
earnings to repurchase its ordinary and 
regular capital shares by paying holders of 
such shares the par value and giving them, 
in addition, new certificates of beneficial 
interest in lieu of there shares. 

The company has also been putting its 
accumulated earnings in a new investment 
company that has produced large blocks of 
securities in France, England and elsewhere. 

The original capital of the company was 
400,000 shares of francs par value. In the 
1924 capital reorganization of the company, 
the original capital was split, two for one, 
and the par value of the shares was reduced 
simultaneously to 250 gold francs, which 
amounts to about $81.67 U.S. per share, 
based on present gold prices. 

Of the 800,000 split shares, more than 
half have been repurchased. It was reported 
that in January, 1956, the capital shares of 
the company were represented in 378,768 of 
the original shares outstanding, and 421,232 
of the certificates of beneficial interest. 

Holders of the regular shares receive an 
interest payment of 5% annually, or about 
$4.00 a share, plus a dividend paid out of 
earnings. Holders of the certificates are not 
entitled to the regular 5%, but they have 
the same claim on the dividend payable 
from earnings as regular shares. Based on 
1955 profits, the 1956 dividend is expected 
to be about $27.00 a share. 

The British government holds 353,504 
shares of. the two/types of stock, which, js 
equal to 44%. It is also estimated that 


France has. about 348,200;shares, and the 


ie 
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You are in the 11th Congresional District and 
can vote for the Conservative candidate for 


Congress— 
WILLIAM H. SMULLEN 
East Orange, New Jersey 
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balance is scattered around the world. 

The total assets of the company appeared 
on the balance sheet of Dec. 1955 at 240 mil- 
lion dollars; cash, securities, investments and 
real estate holdings amounted to about 
131 million dollars, 

THE CANAL—BRITISH OCCUPATION 

Great Britain had its designs on Egypt 
long before the Suez Canal came into being. 
The assured success of this important water- 
way only stimulated British interest in 
Egypt—a much coveted prize during the last 
century. 

To achieve their object, the British re- 
sorted to all kinds of intrigues, instigations 
and various incidents which they used as a 
pretext for their military intervention and 
subsequent occupation of Egypt in 1882. 

It is of high interest to note in this con- 
nection that the British were the first to 
violate the neutrality of the canal which, up 
to then, had been respected. The canal was 
used by the British as a base for their opera- 
tions against Orabi’s troops, and later as a 
permanent British military base. This was in 
contrast with the action of Orabi, who, out 
of respect for the neutrality of the canal, 
had already turned down his generals’ ad- 
vice to destroy the waterway as a precau- 
tionary defensive measure against the 
British invader. He was led by the self- 
centered de Lesseps to believe that the 
British would likewise respect the neutrality 
of the canal. As subsequent events proved, 
he was grossly mislead by that belief. 

NEUTRALITY OF THE CANAL AND 


FREEDO)}i OF NAVIGATION 

The idea of the neutrality of the Suez 
Canal has 2!ways been deeply rooted in the 
minds of Egyptians. The act of concession 
of 1856 stipulated that “...the Grand Mari- 
time Canal from Suez to Pelusium and the 
parts appertaining thereto, shall always re- 
main open as a _reutral ‘passage to every 


other, without any distinction, exclusion or 
preference of persors or nationalities...” 

Navigation through the canal continued 
without any complication or interruption 
from its inception until the occupation of 
Egypt by the British, and their use of the 
canal as a military base. 

It should be pointed out here that the 
question of the canal’s neutrality .and navi- 

tion, is a different subject from the ques- 
tdon of its administration and maintenan¢e. 
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The Cafial is and will always ‘be @n integral 
part of Egypt. This has been clearly affirm- 
ed in all international treaties, the last being 
the 1954 Anglo-Egyptian Treaty. Article 8 
of this treaty recognizes the canal as an in- 
tegral part of Egypt and reiterates the free- 
dom of navigation in the canal as enunciated 
in the 1888 Convention. The article reads: 
“The two contracting Governments recognize 
that the Suez Maritime Canal, which is an 
integral part of Egypt, is a waterway 
economically, commercially and strategically 
of international importance and express their 
determination to uphold the Convention 
guaranteeing the freedom of navigation of 
the Canal signed at Constantinople on 29th 
of October, 1888,” 

It is relevant in this connection to state 
that the neutrality of the canal has never 
been infringed upon when it was in Egyptian 
custody. As to the Canal Company, it has 
always been an Egyptian joint stock com- 
pany, operating under an Egyptian act of 
concession. 

In nationalizing the company on July 26, 
1956, the Egyptian Government was exercis- 
ing a sovereign and legal right, a right up- 
held by the International Court of Justice. 
The same right has been exercised by many 
other nations, including Britain and France. 

The Egyptian Government, instead of 
following the example of other nations, by 
confiscating the assets of the company, has 
decided to compensate the stockholders by 
paying them the full value of their shares 
according to the closing prices of the Paris 
Bourse for the date preceding that on which 
the law of nationalization came into force. 

The contention that in nationalizing the 
Suez Canal Company, the Egyptian Govern- 
ment nationalized or seized the canal itself 
is utterly. wrong. The canal has never been 
international; it is and has always been 
Egyptian property. 

Egypt’s decision to nationalize the canal 
was mainly actuated by the desire to im- 
prove and expand the canal while keeping 
its operations at maximum efficiency. This 
desire was particularly felt as a result of the 
policy of pure exploitation pursued by the 
company in recent years without due regard 
to the future welfare of the canal, when it 
realized that its franchise, which would ex- 
pire in 1968, was drawing to a close. It con- 
fined itself to routine maintenance and minor 
improvements, to the neglect of major works 

—(Continued on page four)— 
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Organized Jews 
Oppese 


Loyalty oaths, Investigation of Commu- 
mism, McCarran Walters Immigration Law, 
Un-American Activities Committee, Mention 
ef Jesus Christ in public schools, Mention of 
mationality, race or color of wanted crimi- 
mals, Segregation, Closing of non-essential 
stores on Sunday, Mentioning Christ on T V 
er radio, Christian Churches mentioning the 
Grucifixion of Christ, and a Rabbi out in 
@regon even went so far as to suggest that 
Easter celebration (The Rising of our Lord 
Jesus Christ after the Jews Crucified him) 
De dlecctes, 62.6) Boss Win he>- 
~.-If you so much as hint a disagreement on 
any of these you are smeared as anti-Semi- 


2 Organized Jews 


Responsible For 


Communism, Socialism, United Nations, 
Income tax, UNESCO, Hoax of “God’s 
ehosen people” while they conspire to wipe 
Christianity from the earth. Billions of tax- 
payers money to Israel, Giving atomic secrets 
to Soviet Russia, World War I and Il, 
Destroying Germany, the only safeguard 
against world Communism, Destroying many 
patriotic leaders, Placing thousands of Com- 
munist Jews in key government positions, 
Black market during the war, Own all 
Burlesque shows, Own clothing industry, and 
fast taking over soap, milk and drug in- 
dustry, Control of Television, radio, movies 
and most newspapers through advertising, 
Supreme Court’s decision on segregation. 

Jews, and no one but Jews created 
Marxism and launched it on the world. 


JEWS USE SOUTHERN 
GOVERNOR 


We attended the “Démoérafic National 
Convention in «Chicago and woridered why 
Gov. Frank Clement of Tennessee was select- 
ed as the keynote speaker. We did not quite 
understand how he gained such popularity 
so quickly. However, after reading an article 
in the Houston, Texas, Chronicle of Sept. 
12th, 1956, we can understand. 

This article, along with a photograph of 
Gov. Clement, states he was to be the guest 
speaker on Oct. 2. at a Testimonial Dinner 
honoring Marcus Levinson of Houston, for 
his work in behalf of the State of Israel 
and Zionism. The article stated that Dr. 
Levinson had recently returned as a delegate 
to the World Zionist Congress. 

When the Zionists in Houston invite the 
Gov. from Tenn. to make an address in 
Houston, it is evident the Jews have put the 
brand on Frank Clement and hé now belongs 
to them. Just as with Gov. McKeldin of 
Maryland, they’ll push him to the top. Also, 
as they advanced James Forrestal from a 
position as attorney in N. Y. to President of 
Dillon Reed Corporation, controlled by 
Bernard Baruch, up to the position of First 
Secretary of Defense, and used Forrestal to 
earry out the Zionist program until he be- 
came aware he was part of the plan to sell 
his country down the river. When Forrestal 
refused to go along with the Zionist plan to 
set up Israel, the political Jews gave the 
word to destroy him. 

This will be the same story with Gov. 
Frank Clement, who is working with the 
Jews to break down SEGREGATION and 
the same with Gov. McKeldin and all other 
Marxist stooges when they are of no further 
use to the Zionist conspiracy. 

Now there is.a move on in Tennessee to 
impeach Gov. Clement. Why not? He no 
longer can serve the people who elected him. 
He now belongs to the Marxist-Zionists. 


(o 








ps CHANGES IN ADDRESS 

It takes time for changes in address, etc. 
to be made on our mailing list. Please co- 
operate by getting changes in to us EARLY, 
also, always give OLD as well as NEW 
address. 


Common Sense 


IKE APPOINTS NEW 
DEALER TO U.N. 


Edward S. Greenbaum has been named 

an alternate delegate to the U.N. by Presi- 
dent Eisenhower. He has already been con- 
firmed by the Senate, and it is a safe bet 
he will carry influence far out of proportion 
to an alternate. Why? Because he will be a 
direct spokesman for world Jewry. 
Hence, it is interesting to know something 
of Greenbaum. He is a law partner of Green- 
baum, Wolf and Ernst, N. Y.. Lawyers. 
Morris Ernst, often called “The Eel,” is the 
author of two dirty books on sex. It was 
Morris Ernst who was sent by F. D. Roose- 
velt to England to study Fabian Communism 
and return with his findings, then setting 
up the frame-work for the NEW DEAL. 

Henry Morganthau. Jr., the rabid 
Zionist, with headquarters in Greenbaum’s 
office, as secretary of the Treasury under 
Roosevelt, allowed the Treasury to be run 
by Communist Jews. Harry Dexter White, 
the Jew Communist, was the most important 
in the Communist-infested Treasury Dept. 

It was Henry Morganthau Jr. who 
turned the plates for printing our money 
over to the Communists in East Germany. 

Edgar Greenbaum was a General under 
the NEW DEAL, with an office in the 
Pentagon, when F. D. R. issued orders that 
all appointments in the Armed Forces must 
be cleared through Greenbaum. Greenbaum 
and Sam Rosenman are an inseparable team. 
It was Rosenman who wrote speeches for 
F. D. R. and now writes speeches for Adlai 
Stevenson. 


WILL YOU HELP? 


This hasty ap- 
peal for your help 
is prompted by the : 

















fact we.are in ex-— 
tre men 

funds. 

Much of our 


work is of a nature 
we dare not dis- 
close in Common ; | a 
Sense, but is of, d 
first importance. Conde McGinley 
We are in the middle of the road and 
cannot move. Our circulation list is growing 
at an enormous rate, but it is not profitable. 
You will never hear of me wanting any 
political position or mercenary favors for 


myself. 

Please dear friends, lets keep slugging— 
we are really and truly getting results. 
Please send me the ammunition. My staff 


and I will fight to the end. 
Sincerely, 


Conde MkLiinley 
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Me feghd it with common sense! 
SUEZ SITUATION 


(Continued from Page Three) ‘ 


badly needed to cope with the ever growing. 


traffic in the canal. 

Instead of using the canal revenue in its 
development and improvement, the com- 
pany elected to channel part of the profits 
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into investment enterprises which had no? 
relation to the canal. Another portion of the” 


profits was_ utilized in repurchasing 
shares from the stockholders so that it 
will become by 1968 the major owner of 
these shares, in anticipation of enterprises 
other than the canal. 

This attitude on the part of the company 
contrasts with the Egyptian Government’s 
recent decision to utilize a large portion of 
the canal revenue in wideriing and deepening 
the canal. 

“This failure on the part of the company 
to improve the canal,” declared the Egyptian 
Minister of Commerce at a press conference, 
“was one of the main reasons that prompted 
the Government to nationalize the canal 
now, for fear its continued neglect by the 


company might reduce it to such a state, 


when its concession expired, as to make it 
exceedingly difficult for the Government to 
operate it successfully.” 

Those who question the ability of Egypt 
to operate the canal overlook the following 
pertinent facts: 1- the operation of the canal 
is not as difficult as it is being falsely repre- 
sented to be; 2- 85% of employees of the 
old canal company were Egyptians; 3- the 
Egyptian Government intends to retain the 
present staff and fill all vacancies in the 
administration of the canal with the best 
available talent. x 

On the question of tolls, the Egyptian 
Government made it clear that it has no in- 
tention of increasing current rates on ship- 
ping, since its policy is to stimulate rather 
than restrict the canal traffic. 

Egypt has always respected the neu- 
trality of the canal, and never interfered 
with its freedom of navigation. She has_al- 
ways honored her international obligations 
as embodied in the 1888 Constantinople Cén- 
vention, and the 1954 Anglo-Egyptian Agree- 
ment on the Suez Canal. This attitude of the 
part of Egypt was confirmed recently by the 
official Egyptian notes dispatched to all 
countries concerned. . 

Finally, it has been charged that Egypt 
is already interfering wth the freedom of 
traffic in the canal by refusing the passage 
of Israeli ships. This is a false charge. In the 
first place, all Israeli non-strategic goods are 
allowed to proceed in the canal to their 
destinations without interference, and the 
volume of such goods has been on the in- 
crease. Only Israeli-bound strategic materials 
and Israeli ships are barred from the canal, 
because it should be remembered that Israel 
is still technically at war with Egypt and 
Article 10 of the 1888 Convention regarding 
the neutrality of the canal upholds Egypt’s 
action in this respect. 

The Egyptian Government’s policy is to 
develop the canal and increase its traffic, for 
only in this way can the canal serve its pur- 
pose and yield adequate revenue to meet the 
cost of its maintenance and operation, and 
leave a reasonable surplus, which, under the 
old system, went to the company. 

Such are the real facts, and such are 
Egypt’s objectives in nationalizing the canal. 
If, in achieving these objectives, her in- 
terests coincide with the progressive develop- 
ment of this canal, this should assure, rather 
than alarm the users of this important 
waterway. 


A REMINDER TO PATRIOTS 

May we remind anyone who is inclined 

to remember this work in their Will to 

specify the CHRISTIAN EDUCATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION, Union, New Jersey. 

If you mention Mr. McGinley, 








the 


American Jewish Congress will have it 
attached for their vice president,—Rabbi - 
Prinz, Zionist New Deal politician. Just as” 
‘they did with respect to $1000.00: willed to 
. Mr. MeGiniey by .a patriot. 
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